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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: application filed on 03/28/2001 which has 
foreign priority filed on 10/31/2000. 

2. Claims l-13are pending in the case. Claims 1, 6 and 9 are independent claims. 



Priority 

3. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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5. Claims 1-3, 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Chadha , US 6,061,698, patented 05/2000. 

Regarding independent claim 1, teaches a recording medium readable by a computer, 
tangibly embodying a program of instruction executable by the computer to modify a document 
including a plurality of areas, a part or all of said plurality of areas including identification 
(Chadha, abstract, col.4; lines 16-37; and col.7, lines 24-28), program including the steps of: 

- inputting said document (Chadha, col.l, line 47 - col.2, lines 6; and col.4, lines 28-31 ; 
inputting a markup language document for searching comment statements and special 
tags or modified the document); 

- inputting an instruction to said plurality of areas specified by the identification 
(Chadha, col. 1, line 47 - col.2, lines 6; and col.5, line 29 - col.6, line 20; inputting an 
instruction, such as font size for title and paragraph areas specified by identification 
"title" and "p" respectively; or inputting "%exec_sql(sql 1)" command to said 
plurality of areas specified by special tag identification); 

- modifying the document according to said instruction inputted to said plurality of areas 
specified by the identification (Chadha, 1, line 47 - col.2, lines 6; and col.6, line 7 - 
col.7, line 9; modifying font size of plurality of area when the instruction embedded; or 
modifying the document by embedded the executing command so that the dynamic data 
will be substituted when the command executed) 

- outputting said document (Chadha, col.7, lines 9-10; outputting the web page with the 
modified font size; or outputting the web page with dynamic data). 



Application/Control Number: 09/8 1 8,556 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2178 

Regarding claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, teach the limitations of claim 1 as 
explained above. Chadha teaches wherein said document is in a fixed format including a 
comment, and said identification is included in the part or all of said plurality of areas as the 
comment (Chadha, col.4, line 39 - col.5, line 39). 

Regarding claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, teach the limitations of claim 1 as 
explained above. Chadha teaches wherein said fixed format is an HTML (Hypertext Markup 
Language) (Chadha, col.l, line 65 - col.2, line 6 and col.4, line 54-64). 

Regarding independent claim 6, the claim incorporates substantially similar subject 
matter as claim 1, and is rejected along the same rationale. The limitation of "means for storing 
said plurality of areas to a memory" must be included, since the markup language is searched 
and displayed to the user, areas in the markup language must be store in a memory for searching 
and displaying. 

Regarding dependent claim 7, the claim incorporates substantially similar subject 
matter as claim 2, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

(b) This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the 
time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the 
obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly 
owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chadha as 
applied to claim 1 above and further in view of Hobbs, US 6,523,022, filed 07/1999. 

Regarding claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Chadha teaches the limitations of 
claim 1 as explained above. Chadha does not explicitly disclose wherein an area of the 
document includes another area by taking a nesting structure. 

Hobbs teaches web page document includes nesting tag so that an area includes another 
area (Burch, col.20, line 17 - col.21, line 35). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined to Hobb's nested HTML tag and Chadha' s web page to 
provide a nested structure for the web page in markup language document (HTML), since such 
nested HTML tag would have facilitated the layout information for the web page. It is also noted 
that nesting structure in HTML for formatting information was well known in the art at the time 
the invention was made. 

7. Claim 5 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chadha as applied to claims 1 and 6 above and further in view of Homer et al., "Instant 
HTML", copyright 1997, pages 76-107. 
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Regarding claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1, Chadha teaches the limitations of 
claim 1 as explained above. Chadha does not explicitly disclose wherein said program including 
the step of inputting a name of an area, a start line of the area and the number of lines included in 
the area as the identification. 

Homer teaches "src" to identify an image name; "hspace" to identify a start line of the 
image image; "width" and "height" to identify the number of lines include in the image area 
(Homer, pages 76 and 78). Homer also teaches "coords" to identify a start position of the image 
(Homer, page 101). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Homer's image area identification into Chadha to 
inputting such identification into the web document, since such identification would have used to 
an area that used to add or edit the content of the document as Chadha disclosed in col.l, lines 
56-59. 

Regarding dependent claim 8, the claim incorporates substantially similar subject 
matter as claim 5, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

8. Claims 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chadha 
as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of Popp et aL, US 2002/0133637 Al, filed 
08/1995. 

Regarding independent claim 9, the claim incorporates substantially similar subject 
matter as claims 1 and 6, and is rejected along the same rationale. Chadha teaches a storage unit 
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(Chadha, col.4, lines 22-25). Chadha does not explicitly disclose a document transmitting unit 
transmitting said document to a network. However, Chadha teaches document, such as HTML 
embeds dynamic data is sent over a network (Chadha, col.l, lines 1 1-29). 

Popp teaches transmitting web page document to a client via WWW (Popp, page 1, 
paragraph 13 and page 4, paragraph 54; transmitting a web document to display on client's 
browser through WWW). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Popp's transmitting feature into Chadha to include a 
document transmitting unit to transmit web page document to a network, since transmitting unit 
allows the web page document to be sent to clients on the Internet. 

Regarding claim 10, which is dependent on claim 9, Chadha and Popp teach the 
limitations of claim 9 as explained above. Refer to the rationale relied to reject claim 9 the 
limitations of "a client unit including a displaying unit, receiving said document from the 
network, and displaying said document on said displaying unit" is included. The rationale is 
incorporated herein. 

Regarding claim 11, which is dependent on claim 9, Chadha and Popp teach the 
limitations of claim 9 as explained above. Chadha teaches said instruction is inputted from an 
application utilizing said document, to said plurality of areas specified by the identification, by 
said instruction inputting unit (Chadha, col.5, line 29 - col.6, line 20 and col.6, line 7 - col.7, 
line 9). 
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Regarding dependent claim 12, the claims incorporate substantially similar subject 
matter as claim 2 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

9. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chadha in 
view of Popp as applied to claim 9 above and further in view of Homer et al., "Instant 
HTML", copyright 1997, pages 76-107 

Regarding dependent claim 13, which is dependent on claim 9, the claims incorporate 
substantially similar subject matter as claim 5 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Wodarz et al., US 5,999,912, filed 1997, teaches dynamic ad display and tracking. 

Agrawal et al., US 2002/0004813 Al, teaches method for partial page caching of 
dynamically generated content. 

Heninger et al., US 2003/0140045 Al, continuation filed 03/1999, teaches scripting 
language and programming tool. 

Rofrano, US 6,324,536 Bl, filed 1997, teaches method for providing interactive 
electronic catalog for product and constraint information of equality and inequality search. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Thu V Huynh whose telephone number is 703-305-9774. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen S Hong can be reached on 703-308-5465. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



TVH 

July 19, 2004 





